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December 31, 2012 From: Brian Bialas [mailto:catbialas@cox.net]
Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2012 10:10 AM
To: Hampton Roads Public Info (VDOT)

I-64 Peninsula Study Team t
Subject: No tolls - use gas tax

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.
North Shore Commons A
4951 Lake Brook Dr., Suite 275 Name: Brian Bialas
Glen Allen, VA 23060
E-mail Address: catbialas@cox.net
Dear Study Team,
COMMENT

| wish to pass on the following concerns and recommendations regarding the proposed Instead of installing tolls on additional roads, strongly suggest a 5 to 10 cent gas tax-- this way everyone

expansion of I-64 between Richmond and Newport News. pays at the pump, there is little admin cost (vice tolls), there is no cost for toll booths (including express-
' drive thru), and with the gas fluctuation prices -- it probably wouldn't even be noticed.

First, | recommend that the expansion be done in such a way that maximizes tree lines in the
interstate medians. Having tall trees in the median serves to block the view of the opposite Locality Selected --
lanes. When an accident occurs, the traffic travelling in the opposite direction is often siowed
to a crawl due to the rubbernecking effect. Tall trees in the median can prevent such an
occurrence.

Virginia Beach

Secondly, | have noticed during the evening rush hour that traffic on 1-64 West at Exit 255 is
often backed up inte the interstate. This frequent problem poses a significant hazard. The
problem could be relieved by building exits at Bland Boulevard, Denbigh Boulevard, or both.

Finally, | recommend that the cloverleaf pattern of exits be eliminated and discontinued. These
cloverleaf patterns exist at the Fort Eustis Boulevard Exit (Exit 250) and the Route 199 Exit {Exit
242), among other places. Traffic is often slowed at such exits because traffic entering the
freeway and traffic exiting use the same lane. Entering traffic does not have the opportunity to
get up to freeway speeds after having to negotiate a tight curve. That entering traffic then
must yield to exiting traffic that is merging into the same lane. This cloverleaf design is the
main reason why traffic on 1-64 East is often bogged down at the Fort Eustis exit. During the I-
64 expansion, such cloverleaf patterns should be eliminated and replaced with entry/exit
designs similar to the one at Exit 214 (VA-155/N. Courthouse Road).

Sincerely,

Dol P~

Frank J. Abbott
301 Par Drive
Williamsburg, VA 23188
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Tuesday, December 11, 2012

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.
North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

Dear Sir,

I am very much in favor of placing tolls on Interstate 64 to finance repairs and
improvements for that roadway. Widening the arca from Jefferson Ave to Lee Hall is
critically needed. It is logical to apply user fees for this purpose. And I am confident that
environment impact will not impede this project.

1 support the proposed improvements to 1-64.

Sincerely,

iRk

Michael E. Brookman
Hampton, Virginia

e Coloniat”

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

January 7, 2013
Dear Mr. Butala:

In conjunction with VDOT’s ongoing 1-64 Peninsula Study, please know the Colonial
Williamsburg Foundation strongly supports efforts to widen the Interstate 64 corridor between
Richmond and Hampton.

America’s Historic Triangle of Jamestown, Williamsburg and Yorktown is one of the
most significant drive-to tourist destinations on the East Coast. Visitation to the Historic Triangle
and its historic sites and other attractions is estimated to total approximately 6 million individuals
annually who contribute an estimated $80 billion each year in state and local tax revenues. As the
largest living history museum in the country, Colonial Williamsburg alone welcomes more than 1
million visitors annually to its historic area and art museurns and to its lodging, dining, shopping and
recreational facilities. Colonial Williamsburg therefore has a compelling interest in the future of I-
64.

The clogged I-64 corridor, coming from both east and west, presents formidable
challenges to tourism in Williamsburg. It poses a threat to the Foundation’s ability to attract visitors
and diminishes the experience of those who do come here. Transportation issues must not be
permitted to put this nationally significant historic resource at risk. Moreover, as plans for this
critically important widening project move forward, special attention should be focused on
preserving the scenic and historic landscape of 1-64 as it passes through the Historic Triangle, one of
the most important heritage areas in Virginia and in the nation.

On behalf of the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation, I respectfully submit that
widening I-64 and doing so in a way that is sensitive to-the Commonwealth’s historic resources
should be a top priority.

Sincerely,

Colin G. Campbell

Mr. Rich Butala

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.
North Shore Commons A

4951 Lack Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

“THAT THE FUTURE MAY LEARN FROM THE PAST"
Post Office Box 1776, Williamsburg, Virginia 23187-1776, Telephone: (757) 220-7200
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From: Paulina Fike [mailto:pmsaln@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, November 22, 2012 12:12 PM
To: Hampton Roads Public Info (VDOT)
Subject: 1-64 tolls

Name: Paulina Fike
E-mail Address: pmsaln@cox.net
COMMENT

| have been reading about the proposed construction on 1-64 between Hampton and Richmond and the
proposal to charge tolls to fund this project. | have lived in this area for many years and understand the
concern about heavy traffic in this area.Poor planning, shortened areas of lane merges, and people who
fail to maintain the posted speed are much to blame for this. | am however opposed to the idea of
charging $11.25 (or more) each way to construct extra lanes. If | need to purchase something for my
family | must budget for this.If | don't have the money, they | have to save it and set it aside. | don't go out
and take the money from my neighbor.If you do not have the money budgeted for this project, it is unfair
to expect to get in from high tolls collected from those of us already overburdened by car, gas, and other
taxes.Segregate monies from the general fund for necessary projects. If you do decide to toll the new
"faster” lanes, be sure to leave some lanes without tolls so that those of us who are being bled just to pay
for the gas can actually get to our destination.

Locality Selected --

Virginia Beach

Greater Williamsburg
CHAMBER & TOURISM ALLIANCE™

January 7, 2013

Mr. Rich Butala

McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

49951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

Re: Interstate 64
Dear Mr. Butala,

I am writing on behalf of the 750 members of the Greater Williamsburg Chamber & Tourism Alliance, an
organization dedicated to ensuring the economic health of the Historic Triangle, in support of action to
alleviate congestion on Interstate 64 between Hampton and Richmond.

As acknowledged in work shared here in a public meeting last month, Interstate 64 is already severely
congested and projections reflect a worsening of the situation into the future. We know of the
congestion personally, but, more importantly, because we are the local organization in contact with
visitors to this area, we hear their stories directly. | can’t tell you how many times | have heard of four
hour trips from D.C. to Williamsburg. Unfortunately, incidents such as those cause visitors to not return.

The Historic Triangle is important both because of what it represents in the history of our country and
because of its economic impact to the state and our local area. If visitors choose not to return because
of congestion, the economy suffers. More importantly, since our local economy is 75% businesses of 10
or fewer employees, the impact is more severe. Small businesses of this size do not have the resources
to sustain themselves. Many will be forced out of business, not because of normal economic conditions,
but because we have failed to provide for adequate infrastructure.

On behalf of these businesses, we urge that necessary steps to improve the congestion problem be
taken. Interstate 64 is vital to our future. We recognize that all citizens will be asked to participate in
funding improvements. The cost of no action will be greater than the cost of appropriate action.

Finally, we urge that engineering designs attempt to protect the aesthetics that not exist on this road.
They provide the entry feel of the area, which is so vital to a positive sense of arrival.

We appreciate your consideration of our position.
Sincerely,

Richard A. Schreiber
President & Chief Executive Officer
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1-64 Peninsula Study
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Simms, D. E. 'Renee’ (VDOT)

From: John Haldeman [jhhaldeman @ gmail.com)]
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2012 9:06 AM
To: 1-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: 1-64 Location Public Hearing: Bruton HS, December 11, 2102
December 18, 2012

Gentlemen:

Widening 164 is misguided: Widening and extending freeways has never solved and will never
solve traffic congestion. Widening and extending interstates simply extends the frontier of
development, and the ensuing traffic growth quickly overwhelms the original intent of the
project. Ask any resident of Northern Virginia; Fulton County, Georgia; or Nassau County, NY.

So what is the answer? How can this region provide for hurricane exodus and access for a
growing port, an important military presence, tourists visiting the Historic Triangle and Virginia
Beach, and casual local travelers without expanding the frontiers of development and thereby
increasing pollution and creating even greater congestion (see Northern Virginia)? Some
suggest improvements to rail service as an answer, which may help at the margin, although the
economics are not encouraging.

Assuming that you are determined to forge ahead with this abomination, please consider an
option that T did not see at the VDOT meeting last Tuesday at Bruton High School: add two lanes
to 164, but have only three access ramps: 1295 (Exit 200), Ft. Eustis Boulevard (Exit 234), and
Mercury Boulevard (Exit 263). This would provide express service to port-bound trucks, to the
military, and to those traveling between the Newport News/Norfolk/Virginia Beach megaplex-
without opening more rural lands to the type of the sprawl that has already despoiled the
character of James City County and Williamsburg. This approach will also save construction
costs and pollution associated with building numerous ramps. Locals and visitors to the Historic
Triangle, on the other hand, will benefit from less traffic and heavy trucks on the four remaining
lanes.

This is far from a perfect solution, as it still will introduce more air and water pollution, and
further reduce the green corridor that presently greets visitors to our region. It also does not
solve the region’s critical problem of the congested river crossing. Still, politicians seem
determined to carry out this misguided project, and limiting access will mitigate the ensuing
destruction.

Sincerely,

John Haldeman -
1597 Founder's Hill North
Williamsburg, VA 23185

757-229-2669

12/19/2012

(CRM Case Record: C13-88441-X5B5G4)
Follow Up By: 2/28/2013 12:00 AM

Street Address 1: 2560 Robert Fenton Road
Street Address 2:

Street Address 3:

City: Williamsburg

State: VA

Zip: 23185

Phone Number(s):

757-903-4611

Fax Number:

E-mail Address(es):
usafewo@yahoo.com

---------------- -- Original Message ------=======c==-=
From: Douglas Edward Hall

Received: 1/8/2013 9:59 AM

To: yy EadPortalGovCr

Subject: Hampton Roads Transportation Priorities

Rhonda Toussaint [Rhonda. Toussaint@governor.virginia.gov]

From:

Sent: Thursday, February 21, 2013 12:41 PM
To: Simms, D. E. 'Renee’ (VDOT)
Subject: Douglas Edward Hall CRM:0036191

Please prepare and send me a draft response to the constituent letter on behalf of the Secretary. When you send the
response to me, please do so without changing the subject line.

Governor McDonnell: I'm sure you are aware that the Hampton Roads area is in urgent need of transportation
upgrades. I'm writing to strongly urge you to place the widening of I-64 from Newport News to Richmond as
the top transportation priority for the state. I-64 is the primary transportation corridor to connect the port facility
and the numerous military bases in Hampton Roads with Richmond, Washington, D.C and the rest of the
nation. The congestion on I-64 has become terrible and something needs to be done sooner rather than later. I
know VDOT has indicated widening the I-64 corridor is part of their long-range plan. However, waiting years

1
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for this long-range plan to come to fruition is totally unacceptable. This problem needs to be addressed NOW!
I'm requesting your guidance to VDOT to move this project up on their planning timeline to get some action
before this area gets totally clogged down in a daily gridlock. Thanks very much for your hard work and
concern on behalf of the people of Virginia! Sincerely, Douglas E. Hall

Page 1 of 1

1-64 Peninsula Study

From: Michael Halladay [mlhalladay @ gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 02, 2013 2:43 PM
To: 1-64 Peninsula Study
Subject: 1-64 Location Public Hearing

Attachments: |-64 CIM MHalladay input0001.jpg; 1-64 CIM MHalladay input0002.jpg

To Whom It May Concern - | attended the public information meeting held in Williamsburg on December
11, 2012, and wish to submit the following comments for the record:

1. I believe all appropriate issues have been adequately addressed, and hope that a build alternative can
move forward quickly - even though | recognize that funding is not yet identified for this project.

2. | believe some combination of general purpose lanes on inside / outside of the existing lanes is the
most appropriate alternative. Managed lanes do not make sense in this primarily rural area, in my
opinion. | do NOT believe that the no-build alternative will meet needs; and urge that action be taken as
soon as feasible to widen 1-64.

3. If tolling is necessary to achieve initiation of the project in the short term, | support this, and would urge
that full electronic tolls be used (i.e., no stopping at tollbooths.)

| found the displays and data available at the meeting very useful. Further, | would like to provide the
following thoughts, which | also had shared at an earlier stage in the project development:

| have lived in J;ne\s City County, Virginia, for about 3 years, after retiring from our previous home in
Arlington, Virginia. | read about the upcoming public hearings on the I1-64 Study in the Virginia Gazette,
but unfortunately will be traveling when those meetings are held and cannot attend. | would like this email
to be considered as my comments and input to the study. | found the ‘Comment Form' on your website,
and have attached scanned copies of my comments.

| would like to reiterate my key concern: the current 2-lane each-way configuration is grossly inadequate
for capacity and safety reasons. The sections | travel regularly experiences decreased levels of service at
just about any time of day, which is especially aggravated when freight trucks have to move to the left
lane to pass slower-moving traffic. | also regularly travel the 1-95 sections between Richmond and
Washington, DC, and the 3-lane cross section is vastly superior in maintaining flow of traffic and
increasing safety of vehicle maneuvers. | urge the study leaders to heavily weight the value of capacity
and safety increases which would result from a 6-lane configuration from Newport News to the [-295
intersection at MP 200.

Michael Halladay
3037 Heritage Landing Road
Williamsburg, VA 23185

757-345-2796 (home)
MLHalladay @ gmail.com

1/3/2013

S
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From: paul h [paulhogge@hotmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, November 11, 2012 7:36 PM

To: I-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: 1-64 Peninsula Study: CIM2 Comments
A concerned citizen,

Please consider adding an express lane and toll that only for the I-64 expansion.
Why would you toll everyone when the interstate is paid for. Only toll the new road, and make
the new road separate from the existing interstate. We could use an option of choosing the

existing interstate that is free or choose this new option of express interstate and pay a toll.

There needs to be an option of using the existing interstate I-64 for free and using this new
expanded or new portion of I-64 as a toll.

Thank You,,

Paul Hoggard

From: Mike Homer [wedriveO8@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, November 30, 2012 12:03 PM
To: [-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: NO NEW TOLLS

How much are you willing to pay for a gallon of milk?As a truck owner we already pay fuel
tax on every gallon of fuel. We pay road use tax on every mile we drive in every state.We pay
heavy use tax yearly. And we pay extremely high tolls on exsisting toll roads.You want to
know how we cover all this?We raise the price we charge to deliver the food to the
stores,We raise the price we charge to deliver the clothes to the stores,We raise the prise we
charge to deliver the gas to the gas stations,We raise the price we charge to deliver the wood
to the mills so we can raise the price we charge to home depot to haul the finished wood so
they can charge you more to build your deck,and so on so forth!The trucking industry is
about out of profit margin.How many tolls do you need to get to Norfolk?lf you come from
the north you pay to get across the bridge. From west the new 460 is getting under

way, They're trying to get tolls on 1-95 south of us.And now I-64!If i didn't know better i'd
think i was in yankee land. Mike,virginia USA
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From: Joyce Looney [wildcatl 748(@yahoo.com]

From: david.kendle [mailto:david.kendle@cox.net] Sent: Friday, November 30, 2012 2:22 PM

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 7:04 PM To: I-64 Peninsula Study
To: Nies, Nicholas Subject: Public Hearing Comments: [-64 Peninsula Study
Subject: 1-64 Regardless of whether these routes are or are not approved in this proposal and regardless if
they are passed or not...I will not use this road. I am sick and tired of "TRUCKERS" being forced
Dave Kendle to pay for the entire cost of any road. We are already paying enough taxes in fuel tax, road tax
121 alexander walker and highway use taxes. These proposed improvements are for roads that have never been
Williamsburg "TOLL" roads. The citizens have more than paid for these FREE roads. I am an independent
757-645-7026 truck driver and I will not run to Hampton. I do have other choices. The cost to the companies
and drivers only makes freight go up and that in turns raises the price the companies charge the
Sir, consumer. Double taxation is unfair to truckers. Tolling free roads is not the way to fix roads.
With OOIDA and other organizations, this proposal will be in limbo for years, with the courts
| am ready to go with any plan that adds lanes and coaleses the biggest consensus. Tolls deciding in the end. This is a waste of time and money. If the state would stop doing "studies"
don't bother me. and take the fuel tax and put it towards road improvements, this problem would stop. The
amount of money spent for the "big wigs" keeps going up and the public continues to pay the
| am curious to see a diagram of what a new interchange would look like for Exits 234, 242, price.

and 250. They all share the same issue of scary short acceleration lanes that seemed outdated
even when | moved here in 1978.

Thanks,

Dave
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1987 Coggin Street
Petersburg, VA 23805-2055
November 28, 2012

Nicholas Nies

Project Manager

Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT)
1401 East Broad Street

Richmond, VA 23219

SUBJECT: October 2012, “Interstate 64 Peninsula Study — Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)”

Dear Nicholas Nies:
In reference to your Qctober 2012, “Draft Environmental Impact

Statement (DEIS)”, I think the more additional-lanes we have for this
project the better-off the Peninsula, and Hampton Roads will be in the long-
run [for the next forty (40) years]. Therefore I suggest we create two (2)
addition lanes in each direction [amounting to four (4) eastbound lanes, and
amounting to four (4) westbound lanes] amounting to a total of eight (8)
lanes for the 1-64 middle-sector [between Exit 200 at I-295 in Henrico,
Virginia; and Exit 255 at Jefferson Avenue in Newport News, Virginia].
My home telephone number is (804) 733-7309.

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

cc:  Calvin L. Scovell I1I, Inspector General
Office of the Inspector General (OIG)
U. S. Department of Transportation (DOT)
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E., 7 Floor
Washington, DC 20590

From: Phoenix Malizia [phoenixmalizia@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2012 1:29 PM

To: I-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: I-64 Location Public Hearing Comments

To whom it may concern:

I have many years of experience traveling between Hampton and Richmond. It is my
humble opinion that the section of I-64 that needs to be focused upon is the area west of
Exit 255 (Jefferson Avenue). When one travels beyond Exit 255, 1-64 changes from
having three lanes of traffic plus an HOV lane, down to just two lanes of traffic. There is
a horrible bottleneck there at every rush hour, as well as virtually all day Saturday and
Sunday during the summer.

I-64 needs to be at least three lanes wide, extending at least as far west as the Rte. 199
interchange at Exit 242; I think this would buy us a good 15 years before it started to feel
congested again. Of course, if you did make it four lanes instead of three, you'd probably
be buying us at least an additional decade beyond that.

Sincerely,

Phoenix Malizia

323 Nancy Drive
Hampton, VA 23669
(757) 897-9075

PhoenixMalizia(@yvahoo.com
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1-64 Peninsula Study

From: Michael Miner [treasmtn @ hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 03, 2013 8:36 AM
To: I1-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: | -64 location public hearing comments

Alternative 5. eventually Americans that commute to work will have to carpool because of
costs associated with owning/operating a car and insurance rates that won't be affordable. this
is a wonderful opporutunity to get managed lanes constructed and tolling ready for what will
become more and more comman (paying a fee to drive somewhere) | personally do not
commute on this corridor but use it to get to the mountains, and think it is a pretty drive with
all the greenery. Cutting into the median for the required space will not diminish the beauty as
there will still be trees between the east and west lanes.

in situations where the cut into the median will require a slope back, please consider planting
native shrubbery and wildflowers that bloom in their season, but DON't plant grass that is
boring, boring, boring to see.

Mike Miner

1/3/2013

From: David Obermark [littledavidobermark@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2012 6:13 PM

To: I-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: I-64 Peninsula Study: Public Hearing Comments

My name is Dawvid V. Obermark and I own Little David Transport, a
trucking company operating out of Virginia Beach. I wish to comment on
the proposal to toll I-64 from Richmond to Hampton.

What is Virginia trying to do, choke off all economic growth in the
Tidewater Area? Tolls have an adverse impact on the economies in areas
which are subjected to heavy tolls. The fairest, most efficient way to
raise additional revenue for transportation improvements, if

such revenue is needed, is to raise the fuel tax. If there is no
political stomach to raise the fuel tax, then I would suggest it would
be better for the Tidewater eccnomy if we just left bad enough alone
and lived with the congestion rather then subjecting more of the
transportation lifelines which our region's economy depends on to
tolls.

I would like to suggest that all citizens of Virginia benefit from the
revenue raised from the ports in Tidewater, and all citizens will
suffer if our ports become less competitive relative to other East
Coast ports due to all the teclls that are going to scon go into affect
or which are being considered.
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From: Kate O'Hagan [mailto:kohagan@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2013 10:18 PM

To: I-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: I-64 Expansion from 95 to Hampton

Hi and Happy New Year! Lets make 2013 the year [-64 gets expanded.

One of the greatest opportunities for economic growth in Virginia lies between its most
populous city and its capital. The congestion is stunningly bad on an average day. If
there is an accident the entire roadway is shut down.

It is a vital artery and its needs to be opened. Virginia needs to tell the world that it is
open for business. The military cannot carry our water forever. Such an artery would
generate enormous economic benefit.

Also, opening this up would hopefully end the need for three little dinky airports in the
region. The lack of good service greatly hampers the ability of the region to attract new
companies.

Opening up i-64 into a true superhighway could mean that air traffic gets consolidated at
RIC. Ifthat happens, then Southwest, and other nationwide carriers would provide the
citizens of the region more non-stop flights to major cities throughout the US and
possibly the world.

Perhaps you could consider the impact of Raleigh Durham Airport on the entire region.
That is a great comparable to see the need for a consolidation of airports but connected
by superhighway. 1 lived there. There was a non stop to London. Non stops to Chicago.
Non Stops to Phoenix.

Please consider these thoughts in your study.

Thanks.

Kevin O'Hagan
O'Hagan LLC

kohagan(@ohaganlaw.com

From: Carl Parra [cparra@englandertransport.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2012 3:17 PM

To: I-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: “1-64 Peninsula Study: Public Hearing Comments™

oppose efforts to convert non-tolled roads into toll facilities, we already pay to much taxes!!!!

Carl Parra

General Manager
Englander Transport Inc.
434-929-3321
434-929-6400 fax
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Simms, D. E. 'Renee’ (VDOT)

From: Rhonda Toussaint [Rhonda. Toussaint@governor.virginia.gov]
From: AV41198@aol.com Sent: Tuesday, April 02, 2013 10:22 AM
Sent: Sunday, December 09, 2012 5:46 AM To: Simms, D. E. 'Renee’ (VDOT)
To: |1-64 Peninsula Study Subject: Gregory L. Roberts CRM:0036263
Subject: 64
PLEASE! It's overdue and need so to be done ASAP! Please prepare and send me a draft response to the constituent letter on behalf of the Secretary. When you send the
response to me, please do so without changing the subject line.

Rev. Anthony Proctor
Administrative Pastor

?(’Bégaltfe;r E:rl::‘laegzr:dChristian Assembly (CRM Case Record: C13-104060-Y6X450)
irginia 23669
Hampton, Virginia 2 Follow Up By: 4/8/2013 12:00 AM

gbcassembly.org
Street Address 1: 2218 Buckingham Green

Street Address 2:
Street Address 3:
City: Newport News
State: VA

Zip: 23602

Phone Number(s):

757-968-5660

Fax Number:

E-mail Address(es):

==mmmmemmm-mm—-—- Original Message -~-—-----——---

From: Gregory L. Roberts

Received: 1/25/2013 9:07 AM

To: yy EadPortalGovCr

Subject: Freeway Expansion (Newport News-Williamsburg)

Govemnor, I live in the congested “Hampton Roads” area and leaving or entering this area can be a job traveling
on Interstate 64 between Newport News and Williamsburg. There are several accidents that lead to death in
some cases, because of the two lane configuration on this stretch of highway. Traffic in some cases comes to a
standstill due to these accidents/fatalities. The reason this stretch needs to be widen is Ft. Eustis, state attractions
(historic/scenic), shopping and other attraction such as Busch Gardens and Water Country. This stretch of
highway is highly traveled by trucks and if you throw in the mixture of people moving slow because they are on

1
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their cell phones, the un-educated driver who refuses to move from the fast lane and enormous amount of traffic
and you have a recipe for disaster. A freeway widening project needs to be funded and enacted as soon as
possible, because the amount of drivers in this area is growing and the pressure valve (so to say) is about to

blow a gasket.

Please include me in these mailings,

attending december 13.

John Jay Schwartz, MCR, RPA
804-740-1555
VCU's 1st Ultimate RAM
www.HaveSiteWillTravel.com

Please excuse Blackberry typos!!!

From: John Jay Schwartz

Sent: Monday, November 12, 2012 12:36 EM
To: Napier, Patsy G.

Subject: I-64 Public Hearing Notice

updates etc.

[Jischwartz@havesitewilltravel.com]

Thanks I plan on
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From: Rosanne Shalf [mailto:jrshalf@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, November 19, 2012 7:08 PM

To: Richmond Info (VDOT)

Subject: tolls versus gas tax

Name: Rosanne Shalf
E-mail Address: jrshalf@gmail.com

COMMENT

| strongly urge you to adopt gas tax increases indexed to inflation rather than tolls on the interstates.

Locality Selected --

Hanover

From: Bart Singer [bart.a.singer@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 26, 2012 2:32 PM
To: 1-64 Peninsula Study; nnies@wrallp.com

Cc: bart.a.singer@hotmail.com

Subject: |-64 Location Public Hearing Comments
To whom it may concern;

Unfortunately, | was unable to personally attend the public hearing in my area on
December 11th. However, | did look through the materials posted online and would like
to provide some comments.

First, I'd like to express my appreciation for making the materials available online and
for allowing comments to be submitted through email.

There was a great deal of detail in the environmental impact statement. | cannot think
of additional topics that should have been addressed. | am not familiar with the analysis
methods used for making the predictions, but | assume that they are standard
approaches used. | would have liked more explanation of the meaning of the analyses.
There appeared to be detailed discussion only for those areas where some threshold
levels were exceeded that required mitigations.

My instinctive preference is that no major changes be made. However, the predictions
presented indicate that the situation will get increasingly worse. Hence, my preferred
alternative involves more use of managed lanes. Currently | carpool several days each
week with our usual route stretching from Lightfoot (234) to Victory (256). Although
there is an HOV lane for a portion of the ride, the length of the HOV lane along our
commute is too short and would require too many lane changes over a short distance to
make it useful most of the time. If an HOV lane were available for a longer stretch of
the road, we would probably use it much more often.

| am opposed to having tolls on the interstate. Depending upon the cost of the tolls, my
carmates and | would consider looking for alternative routes.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.

Bart Singer
bart.a.singer@hotmail.com
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From: Philip Underwood [punderwoodsr@ gmail.com] From: Bev Walker [bevwalker(@verizon.net]
Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2012 5:44 PM Sent: Monday, December 17, 2012 4:39 PM
To: [-64 Peninsula Study To: I-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: Toll (tax) roads Subject: [-64 widening

We are taxed to the brink and then you want to add tolls on to the roads! | say
you realign and use the tax money you already get for the roads! This state is
ridiculous with its taxing. It will do you no good to open more lanes and then slow
them down again with tolls.

The city, state and federal government has to realize people are losing the battle
out here. Our cost of living continues to go up without raises in pay. In fact more
of are losing our jobs. Utilities continue to go up, and add on taxes. Oh and now
we pay for the delivering of gas and water. Often more for the delivery than the
actual gas used!

Dont you think we owner ops pay enough in taxes. Use the money for what it was

door.... they try and get the rest of it in.

No Tolls!!!!
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To: 1-64 Peninsula Study Team January 4, 2013

On behalf of the Williamsburg Area Council of Garden Clubs (WACGC)* Civic Beautification and
Conservation Committee, | am writing to state our opposition to the widening of Interstate 64 in the
Historic Triangle Area which consists of James City County and a portion of upper Bruton District of York
County.

We commend VDOT on their thorough 1-64 Peninsula Study. i along with several other Committee
members attended your public hearings and spoke with several representatives of the study team. Your
information was excellent and well presented.

The Committee strongly feels that virtually any of the proposed “alternative build” plans by VDOT
would severely disturb the green spaces in the medium and the woodlands along the shoulder and
would not be in the best interest of the area’s environmental issues. We have a great concern that
the need to protect our wetlands that support the Chicahominy and York Rivers by far outweighs any of
the other expressed rational for widening | -64 at this juncture. The Committee is suggesting instead
that alternative routes be utilized and improved through our historic district. In the event that one of
the plans is selected, we would agree that as much “green” space should be preserved as possible or
replaced if and when any is destroyed during the construction phase.

Marijane Harper, President donmijharper@verizon.net 757-565-7855

Williamsburg Area Council of Garden Clubs

*WACGC comprised of members of the following clubs:
Berkeley GC Governor’s Land GC

Brandon Woceds GC Green Spring GC

Colonial Heritage Holly Hills GC
Dogwood GC of Queens Lake Kingsmill GC
Ford’s Colony GC Toano GC

Governor's Land GC Williamsburg GC

From: Donald Harper [mailto:donmjharper@verizon.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2013 6:15 PM

To: I-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: 1-64 Location Public Hearing Comments

On behalf of the Williamsburg Area Council of Garden Clubs (WACGC)* Civic
Beautification and Conservation Committee, I am writing to state our opposition to the
widening of Interstate 64 in the Historic Triangle Area which consists of James City
County and a portion of upper Bruton District of York County.

We commend VDOT on their thorough 1-64 Peninsula Study. [ along with several other
Committee members attended your public hearings and spoke with several
representatives of the study team. Your information was excellent and well presented.
The Committee strongly feels that virtually any of the proposed “alternative build” plans
by VDOT would severely disturb the green spaces in the medium and the woodlands
along the shoulder and would not be in the best interest of the area’s environmental
issues. We have a great concern that the need to protect our wetlands that support the
Chicahominy and York Rivers by far outweighs any of the other expressed rational for
widening I -64 at this juncture. The Committee is suggesting instead that alternative
routes be utilized and improved through our historic district. In the event that one of the
plans is selected, we would agree that as much “green” space should be preserved as
possible or replaced if and when any is destroyed during the construction phase.
Marijane Harper, President

Williamsburg Area Council of Garden Clubs

*WACGC comprised of members of the following clubs:

Berkeley GC Governor’s Land GC

Brandon Woods GC Green Spring GC

Colonial Heritage Holly Hills GC

Dogwood GC of Queens Lake Kingsmill GC

Ford’s Colony GC Toano GC

Governor’s Land GC Williamsburg GC

APPENDIX H: COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIS | Page 72




INTERSTATE 64 twaowseviad mescr sraremee

a M a;
L

A

@ FINAL | December 2013

APPENDIX H: COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIS

3308 North Prospect Street
Colorado Springs, CO 80907

Nicholas Nies

Project Manager

Virginia Department of Transportation
1401 East Broad Street

Richmond, VA. 23219

11 December, 2012

EIS: 20120349

Dear Mr. Nies,
Interstate 64 Peninsula Study Comment

Having lived for twelve years in the Hampton Roads area of Virginia during the 60's and 70's,
and after recently visiting, there is a definite need for improvements along the Interstate 64 corridor
from Richmond to Hampton. The interstate has grown considerably over the years from a two lane
highway to the present situation in where there are as many as four lanes along various stretches of the
corridor. However, the volume of traffic has increased to the point where the existing roadways are
inadequate, causing extreme congestion issues, safety concerns due to the aging design, structural
deficiencies, and crash rates which exceed the statewide averages in many areas compared to similar
roadway systems (Va. Dept. of Transportation 2012). Many of the suggested improvements in the no-
build alternative of the Interstate 64 Peninsula Study, including enhancing existing transit options,
encouraging commuters to carpool/vanpool through educational campaigns, and promotion of
staggered work hours and/or telecommuting would be ideal, nonetheless this only addresses a fraction
of the traffic volume. The inadequate roadway capacity hinders military troops and supply between
facilities as well as freight traffic which is expected to increase by 50% due to expansion and
improvement from the port of Virginia (Cambridge Systematics 2010).

After reading the Interstate 64 Peninsula Study, as part of the draft environmental impact
statement, [ support Alternative 3 for a variety of reasons. Alternative 3 offers flexibility in reversible
and managed lanes, increase in general purpose lanes, and minimal impact to the environment as
compared to alternatives 1A/1B and 2A/2B. Currently at Metropolitan State University of Denver, | am
studying Conservation Biology, Invertebrate Zoology, and Botany, and have become critically aware of
the decline in populations of both plants and animals on all levels from state to global. Although the
human population continues to grow and expand into every corner of the planet that can not be said for
most other living organisms, especially those that have to share space with people. Alternative 3 has an
area foot print at the widest section, between exit 258 and 264, of approximately 177 feet. Alternatives
1A and 2A have an area footprint of approximately 208 feet in that section and a much higher area
footprint in the other sections of the corridor (Cambridge Systematics 2010).This footage difference of
31 feet or greater depending on the section of roadway will directly affect endangered or threatened
species or habitats along the various sections of interstate roadway. This does not include the increased
amount of construction disturbance that will take place if an alternative that includes widening is
chosen (Va. Dept. of Transportation 2012).

There are several state and federal threatened and endangered species that could be potentially
affected by the expansion and improvement of the [64 corridor. Among these are the Loggerhead sea
turtle, Small whorled pogonia, Swamp pink, Piping plover, Sensitive joint-vetch, and the Atlantic
sturgeon which are on the federal threatened and endangered species list (Townsend 2009; Roble 2010).
There are also many species that are on Virginia's state threatened and endangered list. Some of these
species are in the immediate vicinity of the project corridor and will require special coordination
between agencies to protect them. Keeping the interstate as narrow as possible while still achieving the
goals necessary will help to maintain and preserve the various species habitat and therefore the
populations. By widening the roadway the construction area expands as well, increasing the potential to
affect threatened or endangered species or habitats along the project corridor.

Another advantage that alternative 3 has over 2A and 2B is managing and reversibility of the
lanes as opposed to tolling all lanes. By choosing managing the lanes over tolling them you keep more
of the traffic on the interstate and off of the side roads. The diversions created by implementing tolls
would cause increased congestion on side roads, potential disturbance of more plant and animal species
than already exists in the newly exposed sections of road, and increased emissions due to lower speeds
and higher traffic volumes on the alternate route taken. Both Alternatives 1A/1B and 2A/2B have
proposed typical sections that show 12-foot wide travel lanes along with 12-foot wide shoulders on
both the outside and median side and based on the conceptual engineering performed for less than 10%
or 13 miles of the 150 mile 1-64 corridor (75 miles in each direction) may require additional right of
way for the mainline widening improvements. Based on the conceptual engineering performed for
Alternative 3, approximately 2%, or 3 miles may require additional right of way for the mainline
widening improvements (Va. Dept. of Transportation 2012). There is a difference of approximately 10
miles between Alternative 3 and the other proposed alternatives of potential mainline widening
improvements. Any amount of habitat that can be left undisturbed is significant with regards to
threatened or endangered species or habitats.

All of the Build Alternatives have the potential to affect threatened or endangered species or
habitats along the corridor and although ideally the No-Build Alternative would create the least
disturbance of the areas in question, the Interstate 64 corridor must be improved to meet the growing
concerns for travelers along the corridor. Given the anticipated traffic volume increase and the number
of roadway deficiencies throughout the corridor due to wear and tear on the corridor infrastructure,
improving and expanding the roadway is essential. I believe that Alternative 3 offers many benefits that
the other four alternatives lack and will potentially affect the least amount of threatened or endangered
species or habitats of all the alternatives that have been proposed in the environmental impact study.
Thank you for your consideration in this very important matter.

Sincerely,
Kelly Wise

kwise5@msudenver.edu
719-330-9552
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From: Terence at CRS [twehle@crswebsite.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2012 8:30 AM

To: [-64 Peninsula Study

Subject: I 64 Location public hearing

An immediate and inexpensive solution to traffic congestion:

I would recommend "stay in right lane except for passing" and/or "trucks in right lane
only except for passing".
This works very will along a number of highways on the east coast.

One slow motorist in the left lane on 64 can cause dangerous conditions and a long back
up.

Two trucks, side by side, cause long backups as well and limit visibility.

A slow truck in the left lane is dangerous to pass on the right because the truck driver
can't see you well.

Thank you!
Terence Wehle

412 Harriet Tubman Drive
Williamsburg VA 23185
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Page 1 of 1

1-64 Peninsula Study

From: Loghertrucker28 [loghertrucker28 @ gmail.com] : : :
Sent: Tuesday, January 01, 2013 5:15 PM
To:  |-64 Peninsula Study

I am opposed to more tolls. Truckers are already paying more than their share of road tax!!!

Sent from my U.S. Cellular© Smartphone

| project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
se take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. it would greatly assist us in

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
the appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

& No

ou feel needs further study?

are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the 1-64
orridor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
“only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
" alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

. Yes No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |1-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Roads? -

O Yes Dif\lo/’

(Continued on the back)

1/2/2013
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7. What other information would you like to know?

I_'_/._.Ju‘u 220 e iy

et bl g

nal comme )ts you would like the study team to have. . . /
: U

Email: MMW}IFM@W\

- J0¢ ‘ Chtlone: (7577) 229-048"7
Lo g Q(Hwﬁl Verzi® ool GsDELEY-8/78

_Please complete the form and place it in the box if you prefer, you can e-mail information to:

" provided or mail the form to the following address I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
“before January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
i Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

.- c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. ) ) .
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

B LR e [jaie domst

QI:D wa?D COMMENT FORM

s to the [-64 corridor between 1-95 in th“gcity of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
mportant study.

mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

><_No

ou feel needs further study?

e five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the [-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

General purpose fa idening to the outside W
: ~ ¢ 0.0 o
0/}"'98W NO i ‘(_L,Qq e
. 9]

General purpcse lanes widening to the inside
ot lanes widening to the outside
Full toll lanes widening to the inside W
Managed lanes W
e

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT’s Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

[0 Yes No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

[ Yes K No

{Continued on the back)
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7.  What other.information would you like to know?
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nal comments you would like the study team to have. )
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(e ne o= s [
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f’ IT S ymble J Hloraneaddh

Tt TREIGS,

vide your name and address (optional)

;! \DH\J Q—\r\f\\(jé

tress: 204 Towshedan &U)v@ﬁﬂuﬂ&
\,\)\ \‘\C&m&k)u gﬂ Y(X 23]8@

Emait: Q‘(‘}\)O\C{G&mif {C@ l’lﬁTma}/-fM
Phone: 675”7\ PA bt W 4

e complete the form and place it in the box
ded or mail the form to the following address
ore January 7, 2013.

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

~ North Shore Commons A

- 4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
sed project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

se take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
mportant study.

[ Yes o

: 3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the 1-64 corridor from

mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
the appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

A

ou feel needs further study?

e five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

- A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
. alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

Richmond to Hampton Reads?

[ Yes @l—wo/

(Continued on the back)

APPENDIX H: COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIS | Page 77




INTERSTATE 64 twaowseviad mescr sraremee

a M a;
L

A

@ FINAL | December 2013

APPENDIX H: COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIS

7.  What other information would you like to know?

nal comments you wouidilke the study team to have.

Yeep it SimPle Silly,

RDuclares 'H(”T/MM

Ho\ (amen
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vide your name and address (optional}

Email: Wﬁﬂ%m

h\D‘l w) ‘DM\‘\ C
L

LPhone: ﬁg‘*l) QQO"OL/PW

(‘9‘57) S69- 917

e complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:

ore January 7, 2013.
Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

- ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

. North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275

Glen Allen, VA 23060

study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

vided or mail the form to the following address  1-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “|-64

If you have additional questions concerning this

mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

e five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the 1-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

General purpose lanes widening to the outside / / '

General purpose lanes widening to the msrde’?sm &#7 SLe )’-—'J.‘q_ w6

Full téil lanes widenihg to the outside
Full toil lanes widening to the inside . N
Managed lanes w .

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the n? within the corridor?

" :

o

N
i
Would you support the use of tolls as@aﬂMe the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Rlchmond to Har}pﬁton ROE;S? R [
No | {

1—-1' ,

‘r}"‘s !

]

a.ﬁ'm" /‘/ﬁ

(Continued on the back)
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7. What other information would you like to know?

COMMENT FORM

ents to the 1-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

al comments you would like the study team to have.
ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,

e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

[ No

>'you feel needs further study?

are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the |-64
corridor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

General purpose lanes widening to the outside
General purpose lanes widening to the inside
Fuli toll lanes widening to the outside

Fuli toll lanes widening to the inside

' Managed lanes

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT’s Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build

alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

] Yes ,Ef No :_L,’f }'5 Wfﬁy

e complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:

vided or mail the form to the following address I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
efore January 7, 2013. ‘ submitting electronically, please reference “I-64

i ! Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I1-64 corridor from

 ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc, Richmond to Hampton Roads?

If you"h'ave additional questions concerning this

North Share Commons A . N s =
4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager ‘ i .
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas.Nies at nnies@wrallp.com. ,_‘u\: ﬂQCQSSML:) N ‘l‘r‘a‘\:Fff— do&SF\‘f_ haae ¢ <)
- | e Yo GROAN (Continued on the back)
~
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7. What other information would you like to know?

nal comments you would like the study team to have.
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ovide your name and address {optional)

Connig &FMT\]FTF Email: CDW"WQ]D&W—H*@ aol.col
ess: 1= 11 RIvER ESENNTR.  Phone
Lanexa VA 23081

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference ”I-64
Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.

e complete the form and place it in the box
vided or mail the form to the following address
efore January 7, 2013.

. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brock Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT’s Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in

mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
appropriate environmental and community issues have been.adequately addressed?

1 No -

you feel needs further study?

are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

General purpose lanes widening to the outside BliTHER Wit BE Fim =
" General purpose lanes widening to the inside

Full toll lanes widening to the outside
. Full toll lanes widening to the inside
' Managed lanes

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
: only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

O Yes K No - mMmost BE 1MPRoVED[wIDENED.

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the 1-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

M. No Tewls 1S JusT ANOTRHRE R NAME

FaR"TAaxr'. T woulLbdD PREFER, To
PR RA&GHNER &G Aax TAHX. {Continued on the back)
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7. What other information would you like to know?

nal comments you would like the study team to have.

VOB WERR AEFFERSOWN ... WHRERE S L avnes

MPECE, Dowd vo Z LAWES, BAck-oFS A SCRAE

TIME LAST Z20 tMMIiwuTES o Go 7T eAaA'WwES

l

IMPROVEDN AS Soet) A% PosSS\GLE.

Please provide your name and address {p_pti_onal) E

veveE Cvnpin

22\ orxovwirE Dg Phone: gne 579 8531

AL AamMSBURG VA ZB RS

Email: STEVE. LCAAPINTS € gweail .com|
~J

complete the form and place it in the box
ided or mail the form to the following address
re January 7, 2013.

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:

Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.
::0 |-64 Peninsula Study Team

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.
North Shore Commons A
4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275

Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64

If you have additional questions concerning this
- studly, please contact VDOT's Project Manager

\VDDT

Virginia Department of Transportation

nts to the 1-64 corridor between I-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

ase take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental aWssues have been adequately addressed?

TS No

> you feel needs further study?

e RBREVVER APIARESY SoMPwenT”¥ TS5 2E

o3

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the |-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside /X < He2<E
General purpose lanes widening to the mﬂd\e_ AN THSZ

Full toll ianes widening to the outside

Full toll lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include

only the projects currently programmed in VDOT’s Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

1 Yes ﬁ_ No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

1 Yes X No

{Continued on the back)
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7.  What other information would you like to know?

By RE ALY WLIT LT ae I
= Phpows

COMMENT FORM

nts to the I-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and I-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
’lease take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
important study.

nal comments you would like the study team to have.

QEN F ot T EFyERipd To LEE HALL FIEP

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,

the appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

O Ne

M pROYE  EXIIT Z NS ow/vFF_RAMPY TP
ApeH) —~ Tov miL<d WEAYINSG

ou feel needs further study?

W E TRYST VOST AFTEL T EHE ST /5K
I ~GEPpN TRNczDHEFRT

are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64

idor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

neral purpose lanes widening to the outside

vide your name and address (optional)
: General purpose lanes widening to the inside

_ Full toll lanes widening to the outside
- Full toll lanes widening to the inside

(v> L gTEr PITOSE X Phone: 73 7~ 237~ ¥%&

Managed lanes

JTmETeYyZECy Vi 33¥3V

- A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
“only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

e complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail irTformation to: T Ve S
-provided or mail the form to the following address i-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When ;
'-before January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference “I-64

Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.
Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Roads?
™ vYes 0 No

' 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

* North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT’s Project Manager

Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.
(Continued on the back)
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7. What other information would you like to know?

al comments you would like the study team to have.

BAARKTER of TS wWAIUA. GATEWRY (wie THE WicAopie ’l’wmm:__
KT Ay WATERIW® oc 61 g8 (o Tue_oufars, T e gapty

8o vop’flu OBYEU 1p TN \TED 0€ BRNDING “WE infers e

AN oS BEAVE L losib There Wit SOVAIWALS (MRS OEHTED o
0I5B, IMTAAS

rovide your name and address (optional)

Timotity Goocs Email:
s: 109 HoLqu Vrive Phone:

Whuavseres ‘UA‘ 231$%

e complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
provided or mail the form to the following address I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
before January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference “1-64

; Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.
- 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

- ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. ) ) )
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

COMMENT FORM

ents to the 1-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and I-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
g. Please take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
jith this important study.

nformation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

[J No

'you feel needs further study?

are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

General purpose lanes widening to the outside
General purpose lanes widening to the inside
Full toll lanes widening to the outside

Full toll lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

‘A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
‘only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

1 Yes ™ No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Roads?

b Yes [J No

(Continued on the back)
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7.  What other information would you like to know?

nal comments you wouid like the study team to have.

Email:

e a\W\ G mal\. Com,

Phone:

se complete the form and place it in the box
rovided or mail the form to the following address
fore January 7, 2013.

. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o MicCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail infermation to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT’s Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

COMMENT FORM

ts to the |-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and |-664 in the city
ntal impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-buiid and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
se take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
1portant study.

nation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
he appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the 1-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside
eneral purpose lanes widening to the inside
“Full toll lanes widening to the outside

Full toll lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Pregram. Do you feel the no-build
- alternative would meet the n&?&within the corridor?
N

1 Yes o

3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Roads?

B/No ( Hﬁr& &E&J\ ‘55

] Yes

(Continued on the back)
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7.  What other information would you like to know?

lease provide your name and address {optional)

B TR e~y Ve

o asE By 32 prom o obdaedpec

Please complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
~ provided or mail the form to the following address
- before January 7, 2013. )

CE Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.
-+ 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64

If you have additional questions concerning this

iy Rowm&mmmmmmr l]lil-ﬂm J\‘

COMMENT FORM

nts to the |-64 corridor between I-95 in the city of Richmond and I-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
ase take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
important study.

rmation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
he appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

ﬂNo

0 you feel needs further study?

138 e

re are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the |-64
lor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside 5,
‘General purpose lanes widening to the inside

Full tolllanes widening to the outside

Full toll lanes widening te the inside

Managed lanes

; ONE

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
énly the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

[T Yes 1 No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

O Yes [0 No

(Continued on the back)
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7.  What other information would you like to know?
ﬁ’ﬁﬁ F 1‘72 E LD{_AQ

A major holdup for years has the Hampton Roads Bridge Tunnel and in summer it is

almost impossible to plan departure on time from the Norfolk Airport. We have in the
past resorted to the James River Bridge. In addition we have made arrangements to stay

‘. at a Motel overnight near the Norfolk Airport in order to catch an early flight.

ohal comments you would like the study team to have.
pped on 64 between Newport News and Williamsburg, it becomes

ra lanes would help. Usually local residengs avoid 64 during high

Frequently, if possible we avoid 64 at hours when people are going

ng home in the evening. We have frequently gotten off of 64

Jefferson or Warwick boulevard was available.

.eading to exits would help.

It is possible that widening the road

een done through the lower part of Newport News and Hampton would probably

known how much alleviation wouldbe neccesary near Richmond.

e have never experienced any holdups between Williamsburg and Richmond.

ot believe it 1s necessary to widen entire 64 at this time. Fix the Hampton

idge Tunnel, a 20 Year problem.

: t Enviro ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
s for the propo _ed-pro;ect. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
ing lease take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in

rovide your name and address (optional)

Gordon T. Galow

296 East Queens Drive

Williamsburg, VA 23185

Email: raggalow@verizon.net

Phone: 757-2292558

aée complete the form and place it in the box
wided or mail the form to the following address
‘before January 7, 2013.

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

'3'.

nformation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
the appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

[0 No

‘you feel needs further study?
§ Seewvcs Il EASTY FRom. L —295 “ro

=

<

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
for. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside
; eneral purpose lanes widening to the inside
“Full toll lanes widening to the outside

[ Full toll lanes widening to the inside

[l Managed lanes

. no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
‘only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

Yes ﬂ No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

L) Yes p‘\ No

(Continued on the back)
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7. What other information would you like to know?

Cosy RFL waN\e= —

Comst Oce TWAEeineee <

\al comments you would like the study team to have,

Lo\Oereds "= -6 Teom.  SeFleLsoro

s B4+ V\S= Re-builn =T. BEoSTeS

S I I G \Mmsaxm%alx.‘

hal o\ selus

Yo Yo oF o Peoblem )_

: Co=t B72720 AL

~ SBue youw bn\\\%\-\

provide your name and address (optional)

1\ Vvay Storaer

Lo WU rmansisoe o \f‘{\'

\se complete the form and place it in the box
vided or mail the form to the following address
re January 7, 2013.

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

" ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference ”I-64
Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

COMMENT FORM

ts to the |I-64 corridor between |-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. it would greatly assist us in
portant study.

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?
[] *No - ’

ou feel needs further study? ¢

e_reiér‘e five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the 1-64
ridor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

seneral purpose lanes widening to the outsic> c mﬂfo

General purpose lanes widening to the inside
Full toll lanes widening to the outside

- Full foll ianes widening to the inside

-I' Managed lanes

‘A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
‘only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
‘alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

L[] Yes mo

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

] Yes N{)

(Continued on the back)
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7.

What other information would you like to know?

al comments you would like the study team to have.

ARG A A'&u«jo( e

e
,@4,,;%2,,\‘

)

MM—M——/% 4 cnetdaze

%W

S r BTt T il e

e e

o Tolds

AMU

&f / 4 »

vide your name and address (optional)
~ .

G oS
:pl"[:']f “5 N(\f

Email: m[,()ﬂ’] @{\W\f@o’(ﬂ Cﬂr’l/l
Phone: ) D /]~ 92[—~8"0?C’/

e complete the form and place it in the box
vided or mail the form to the following address
efore January 7, 2013.

1-64 Peninsula Study Team

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

if you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT’s Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

Rl :%sww Ilmam -

COMMENT FORM

ts to the 1-64 corridor between {-95 in the city of Richmond and I1-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
mportant study.

mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
€ appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

] Neo
‘you feel needs further study?
£/ Sca bty 207 Seer) fre7. BAarkrEAS

e /d be HTART of 74E FrovRormen 79[ TS or
AoaglZ s [oCa7Zd (FL0SE T HE HiCh oo,

are five build aiternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the -64
dor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

General purpose lanes widening to the outside

General purpose lanes widening to the inside

ull toll lanes widening to the outside iy f/ W EED 7—*& L s 4 Bcﬁ“é Ider
Ard DutsidE . T]T 1S TLE
Op2 [V LAY 70 preer (2057

ull toll lanes widening to the inside
Managed lanes

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOTs Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
Iternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

B No

- 3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

M Yes b No

{Continued on the back)
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7.

What other information would you like to know?

Ze//5

nal comments you would like the study team to have. _
wovadld e puctl SFHER STz

i W A Y /K/VA/ o L) o hho st S 2D

joM PO (P D00 TR ﬂA,qu/ Aaldef [PKEE
b AD Adm s @rﬁﬂé’.’ YOY DAY S

?—f /;(//?/iﬂ/‘?’/%s //0 g £ 1

Lz a7 RS

2ol n/ﬁ?" bLE ﬂf%ﬂ)/w% Lo FPA s

o Pon SThwe 7700 tard P S Tl
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AMEA T }r/—'n/ea.i? R o/

o X w0 ld hAarcl s>

vide your name and address (optional)

2o 7ZA _ Email:

o s st at s B AL, 23055

s 2.2 01 (0 Fd K TP e 10 T Fvone: 725 7~ S6 et bg G

ease complete the form and place it in the box
pro\nded or mail the form to the following address

before January 7, 2013.

1-64 Peninsula Study Team

- ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

e il dmst A,

COMMENT FORM

ts to the I-64 corridor between I-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
se take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in

mportant study.

mation contained in the Draft Environmental impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

] No

ou feel needs further study?

e five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the |-64

or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside
eneral purpose lanes widening to the inside
Full toll lanes widening to the outside

Full tolf lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

‘A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build

alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

Yes [E/ No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Roads?
[B/Yes 0 No

{Continued on the back)
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7. What other information would you like to know?

" 7
Aoores dve Fo s proj

‘e fire. appruve
.al comments you would like the study team to have.
psedact keep He deee lid  median aloay ey
2e [t - ﬁ;oim.( - eed S'Aﬁ'J- I e ~
Vews do  exit  2¥2 ik, appers e Mn comeshin i
51 ﬂ}‘akz )"’Ln.{‘ F2 =15 ol r’c. o S
-‘,,)lah'f* '}'b Ao Il"“; RS?C{‘!J\ ,-f JF .doén PL';./ 4"\’}0‘1&# ana

by LBLE »f /g Lelocako)

vide your name and address (optional)

Ady Lok d
13 Low Bidse LA
Mi/rf_mSL/()r [//4’ 2?/(5(-

Email: & vnSLI’O, @)3,-«4;}- Com
Phone: (7Y7) 259567

se complete the form and place it in the box
ided or mail the form to the following address
fore January 7, 2013.

- 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brock Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to: _
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “-64
Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT'’s Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

COMMENT FORM

ts to the I-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and I1-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
2d project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
ease take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in

Lo ﬂ Yes

‘mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
at the appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

" [ No

you feel needs further study?

are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the i-64
for. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor? ;

w2z Ascig)ion A
Fulf toll lanes widening to the outside 9 Wl ZH 4"::—774%55 S ﬂf,g’—‘..'?/—/ﬁél.
Full toli lanes widening to the inside o gD iesT A0S 7 mReAEEI o,

LOE a== ﬁba rriol bl e TV
sV TIE ol w0 £ :

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
‘only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
- alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

P\ No

[[]. General purpose lanes widening to the outsid
‘General purpecse lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

:_3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the 1-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

] No

=
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7. What other information would you like to know?

mmmn lllllﬂah&nu_,"u\;

COMMENT FORM

nts to the 1-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and buiid
roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

Please take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
mportant study.

al comments you would like the study team to have. -
IO Zcum b~ THE WETHE O TIEIBal THE

sy  ENTENTL
HAE T 58 gt Tmmma P SegruoessT U5ED
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o Js  BELTEE o B0 8 ARvImENTS TO
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SO LY ST, LSET TTHE yfi/e e ¥
> s Pes /zmrz,ws" -
A bty AENYT RS/ T el s@ooﬁyeﬁ;/ S ’?vlfﬁf@)c:)}mv
)0 Ll - VA LA

on contairied in'the Draft Environmental Impact Staténient, and presénted at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues.have h'éen.adeq{!at'_ely addressed? *
[J No

ou feel needs further study?

i

g are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
; Ebrrrdor Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

vide your name and address (optional)

: /m'_ General purpose lanes widening to the outside Wg‘egym Aﬂ_op AVA(LABLE

Generalpurpose lanes W|denmg to the inside W o s _
li toll1anes’ wudemrfg 't the outside TR DA e M ey
Full tolllanes WIdenlng to.the msnde

Ménagedlanes CI-/&\/'J" /oLl IF’PO&SIELE y PZZEE?EM @-F:

_ %?é%/ szé/w/f/ Phone: &{ f>—-é4ﬁ4590£%7
T Gawe VA 23/ zo2

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is bemg consndered as part cfthls study Thls would include

'only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

I Yes /Qd No

lease complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
rovided or mail the form to the following address I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
hefore January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference “1-64

: Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.
. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. . _ ‘
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this
4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

O Yes N, No
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7.  What other information would you like to know?

oE”

al comments you would like the study team to have.

OFPPLSED To Totis wHESS /A oNE
LANE .

owde your name and qddress (optlonal)f e

e IHoR 5. FRYBYLA . Email 45 5’5{;’ by lec coxne +—

. 5 F/’K-E’ Pz.&ce’ ___ Phone: 7577 B4R -E¥/2.

se complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:

fore January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
7 Location Public Hearing" in the subject line.

- I-64 Peninsula Study Team

- ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

vided or mail the form to the following address I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When

North Shore Commons A if you have additional questions concerning this
4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please c-o'r'!tact VDOT's Project Manager
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

COMMENT FORM

rovements to the I-64 corridor between I-95 in the city of Richmond and [-664 in the city
mental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
d project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
Please take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
1e appropriate environmental and community isstes have been adequately addressed?

[J No

o you feel needs further study?

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
r. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside
General purpose lanes widening to the inside
Full toll lanes widening to the outside

Full toll lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

‘A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

O Yes %No

3, Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

Yes O No
e
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7. What other information would you like to know?
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onal comments you would like the study team to have.

chiass — Look ‘oedlr G Ypuriwt = Loe gewple

Hovone Yhai® Dotivef &s P OaLa.

‘930"&5‘ 'Cg)fL Ht"‘h‘mur‘\ A—QWS,

re, YANEy eanien do ulL:

F‘I'ea_sé ovide your name and address (optional)
'EDQv d Key

d ss 4 1 L\M@Q\Pﬁri e

W Mmooy, NA Z 36k

Email:

Phone: 757~ 28%-| Yo

e complete the form and place it in the box
provided or mail the form to the following address
_before January 7, 2013.

.;' I-64 Peninsula Study Team

- ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

onmental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
' proposed project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
ase take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the |-64
lor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

[ General purpose lanes widening to the outside
'. ‘General purpese lanes widening to the inside
7 Full toll lanes widening to the outside

X Fuli toll lanes widening to the inside

- Managed lanes

“A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
‘alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

Ll Yes }R No

3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Roads?

ﬁ Yes [J No
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7. What otherinformation would,you like to know?

nal comments you would like the study team to have.

ments to the I-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and I-664 in the city
nmental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
d project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
ase take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
@ appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

[J No

you feel needs further study?

rovide your name and address (optional)

Flave Roaa.?rf
200 _Lingun  # <iig
M VA 93uou

gma}l Oﬂlb p‘-‘ Gﬂ

Email: er nn

Phone:

Ll'ea__se complete the form and place it in the box
rovided or mail the form to the following address
efore January 7, 2013.

-~ 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

. ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

if you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside
eneral purpose lanes widening to the inside
-Full toll lanes widening to the outside

[1- Full toll fanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
‘only the projects currently programmed in VDOT’s Six-Year improvement Program, Do you feel the no-build
‘alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

O Yes E No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

.' \E Yes O No
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Wha;?ther information would you like to know?

walt! Pave Ol

m’/ﬂfﬁ/ o pact foE
/ s v/
B/ tenatre4 -

onal comments you would like the study team to have.

owde your name and address (optional)

e 2 Y

—

/J?/ %//ﬂy,w/mﬂ/# ﬁé’é/
%m% wt, W 2567

Email: 7&‘&{%?/? @@/fz /Veé

Phone:

lease complete the form and place it in the box
wided or mail the form to the following address
fore January 7, 2013.

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing” in the subject fine.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

Virginia Departimentiof Transportation

COMMENT FORM

ents to the 1-64 corridor between I-95 in the city of Richmond and I-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
‘project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

se take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |-64 corridor from

tion contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

- No
ryou feel needs further study?

Lol afEFedd o \aic} '_T-vn';;;nca'- o Copnerion | (Jhsle
ey s,  (E/52
s

are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
corridor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

:General purpose lanes widening to the outside
{Z]: :General purpose lanes widening to the inside
Full toll lanes widening to the outside

{1 Full toll lanes widening to the inside

71" Managed lanes

only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

N- Yes [J Ne

Richmond to Hampton Roads?

J Yes M No
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7. What other information would you like to know?
wWhey  we weue Hot lenes
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COMMENT FORM

ments to the I-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
Environmental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build

| project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
ease take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
mportant study.

hal comments you would like the study team to have.
Vet a  cong 49 il Cu—vw;o{ ’-ff"‘-&-l-{-wc e i e, tolls

5 q;"i"‘ﬁ Ao aFFechk Ahe ';\—ﬂ.l.n.(.—v\‘-..-l\'\( Lendasy Fay

L e q’_uv\— *AK@ﬂFUruz.}.—iﬂ‘-\:hS +k“ﬁ oroened . (4Sedd

mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

] No

)y you feel needs further study?

a e ok dhe Yiesulwfiaw

2 are five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64

rriﬁor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

. ‘General purpose lanes widening to the outside
m./_General purpose lanes widening to the inside
: “ Full toll lanes widening to the outside
Full tolt lanes widening to the inside
5]’ Managed lanes

vide your name and address (optional)

'-Tgﬂ_‘,’l&n) B e Email: classic af & Uodnao, . Caua

A wadds srive Phone: 75 7-2972- S0

s anpdin S, V& 36k

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include

f_ton!y the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build

" alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

lease complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to: . 1 Yes -
ided or mail the form to the following address I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
efore January 7, 2013, submitting electronically, please reference “-64

Location Public Hearing” in the subject line. i
3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the 1-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Roads?

I-64 Peninsula Study Team

¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. _ ) '
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

Ol Yes No
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7.  What other information would you like to know?
Mwﬂ%_l;%ﬂ?

S e

nal comments you would like the,study team to have.
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vide your name and address (optional)

|OY Coelst Lopcsoed— e 955 —29/-92514
Sohbor L 2345

se complete the form and place it in the box
vided or mail the form to the following address
fore January 7,2013.

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
1-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64

Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.
. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

- ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.
North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you have additional questions concerning this
_ study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

COMMENT FORM

ants to the -64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
he appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

] No

you feel needs further study?

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the [-64
corridor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

e [] : General purpose lanes widening to the outside

: ;ﬂ’—General purpose lanes widening to the inside ) i
: 'Full toll lares wu:ienmg to'the outs;de Foabedy @7 P i aie
B Fulltoll lanes widening'to the ms:de
: El Managed lanes

;_A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
‘only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
- alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

O Yes No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

Mes [J No
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7.  What other information would you like to know?

COMMENT FORM

ehts tothel-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ental I_‘m;jétt‘ Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project.We 'would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

ase take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

nal comments you would like the study team to have.

mation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addréssed?.
] No

yyou feel needs further study?

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the |-64
r. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

ovide your name and address {optional)

Sﬁmd B’r.gk‘DUauue emat. \Wartenest @ wasf.net
r :55: I\QO‘{QMmr Sicear Ve~  Phone: lS-K246YHO
Rrdimmand (& 23233

m’ General purpose lanes widening to the outside
eneral purpose lanes widening to the inside - T
Uil tollanes wideriing to the outside ol b S
Full toll lanes widening to theinside
Managed fanes S

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
nly the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
- alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

T Yes ,Q/ No

se complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:

vided or mail the form to the following address i-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
ore January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

el 3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |-64 corridor from
c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. ) ) ) ) i Richmond to Hampton Roads?
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this e
4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT’s Project Manager

Yes 0 No
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.
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7. What other information would you like to know?

Avoyredit. Reocréms Vo7
Lot/ totet. HPLEHENT A/
Sl TAEY] A NrEen  ( Fecllic EPucton
LT, RS D DY  ATEES Ao,
ERZ.) 7R ﬁ? Fec kTR _ |
REDcecE LB Tro  14PA

DRVEE. Aeadtesnless, AND
FROpL078 SHFETY, e 77l
CorSTheecrion! of sAFPRVNEHENAS,

COMMENT FORM

ts to the I-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and -664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

ase take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

nal comments you would like the study team to have.

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
he appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

O No

you feel needs further study?

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64
Hor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

Please prbvide your name and address (optional)

. General purpose lanes widening to the outside
‘General purpose lanes widening to the inside
“Full toll lanes widening to the outside

Full toll lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

SS /7 ?MMM zOo Phone: /75»79 /874 - 72l
Aharins W ZICé/

A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
: ﬁ:nly the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build

- alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?
se complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to: T ves o
p’r_O\:i:fided or mail the form to the following address I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
_before January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference ”l-64
S Location Public Hearing”in the subject line.
. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team e 3 Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the |-64 corridor from
" ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. . . . Bt Richmond to Hampton Roads?
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this . .
4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager es No
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.
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7. What other information would you like to know?
ﬂos Sible_ Pluse Cansyglen
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al comments you would like the study team to have.

ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
se take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
mportant study.

ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?

@/No

you feel needs further study? |
B+ comnriler — wm(\ Ee (ELML\, oﬁ (-Uf‘-'QD

ovide your name and address (optional)
ﬁ\h G {A’m BOOV('VW
Mq,}ﬂwr /{/Mus,, [/A‘ }3006

Email: ﬁj an, Vor Bosvene 3/-»,..‘.!7@&
Phone: 7 57-2-u>35>)

e complete the form and place it in the box
ded or mail the form to the following address
ore January 7, 2013.

i 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.

North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

if you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “1-64
Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT’s Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

General purpose lanes widening to the inside
Ful! toll lanes widening to the outside WO e s I
Full toll lanes widening to the inside

' Managed lanes

i A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
- “only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
. alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

T ves M No Bk we ome LSS KL rma (Sheafitihe © ‘”"@f

C)'“(("Ab‘} ove WQM\’WT %"ﬁ 'jb(
FP(.l’ru'f\ MQ%"

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

O Yes " No ’?ﬂ\‘-&fw’ but uspu\® haveto Mﬂ_g_.-pnur,.cﬂf o

bum‘ cane o a- Ln.-\hrde.ﬂ: . sm_“ P 'F‘P‘]”A.

Voo etter ERT or H6O .
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7. What other information would you like to know?

Mm w:q—.,.(;g.., anl cowanador-~
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oty o pondiion ? COMMENT FORM

s to the 1-64 corridor between 1-95 in the city of Richmond and I-664 in the city
ental Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
ed project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It wouid greatly assist us in
mportant study.

al comments you would like the study team to have.

_dveed ~edion betwes TT-295 and ww&&m_%u#

mation contained in the Draft Environimental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
e appropriate’environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?,

s E/NO =' S R - ) A._ "_ 3

st

Bao. Yo addiece B L s Sedag. C

e five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the I-64

or. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside
eneral purpose lanes widening to the inside
Full toll lanes widening to the outside

Full toll lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
nly the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
alternative would meet the needswithin the corridor?

1 Yes ¥ No

ase complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
ovided or mail the form to the followmg add ress I-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
re January 7, 2013, submitting electronically, please reference “I-64

Location Public Hearing” in the subject line.
Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from

Richmond to Hampton Road;/
{0 Yes No

i I-64 Peninsula Study Team

c/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. . . .
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 ) study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager

Glen Allen, VA 23060 ' ) "~ Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.
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7. What other information would you like to know?

— AvDOT

fa Departmentof Transportation |

COMMENT FORM

ts to the 1-64 corridor between I-95 in the city of Richmond and I-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
project. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the
se take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

UL"”“ ation contained in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and presented at this meeting,
rcy An he appropriate environmental and community issues have been adequately addressed?
VD éd— 1 No
you feel needs further study?
re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the {-64
orridor. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?
ovide your name and address (optional) [-]. General purpose lanes widening to the outside
‘General purpose lanes widening to the inside
Email: Full toll lanes widening to the outside
Phone: Full toll lanes widening to the inside
Managed lanes
A no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include
“only the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
T ‘alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?
se complete the form and place it in the box If you prefer, you can e-mail information to: l]/
vided or mail the form to the following address  1-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When LI Yes No
re January 7, 2013. submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
: Location Public Hearing”in the subject line. i
- 1-64 Peninsula Study Team 3. Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
© ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc. ) o A - " " Richmond to Hampton Roads?
North Shore Commons A If you have additional questions concerning this I PR
4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275 study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager e O Yes W@ No
Glen Allen, VA 23060 Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com. :
(Continued on the back)
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7.  What other information would you like to know?
U Acach 'rzf} 2/Tevrr T ves

ZE &@:.«){g Crmﬂo/c’rzc:{‘

| comments you would like the study team to have.

vide your name and address (optional)

Email:

Phone:

se complete the form and place it in the box
vided or mail the form to the following address
fore January 7, 2013.

. 1-64 Peninsula Study Team

- ¢/o McCormick Taylor, Inc.
North Shore Commons A

4951 Lake Brook Drive, Suite 275
Glen Allen, VA 23060

If you prefer, you can e-mail information to:
1-64PeninsulaStudy@mccormicktaylor.com. When
submitting electronically, please reference “I-64
Location Public Hearing" in the subject line.

If you have additional questions concerning this
study, please contact VDOT's Project Manager
Mr. Nicholas Nies at nnies@wrallp.com.

COMMENT FORM

nts to the I-64 corridor between |-95 in the city of Richmond and 1-664 in the city
ntal Impact Statement has been prepared documenting the no-build and build
roject. We would appreciate your feedback on the information presented at the

e take a few moments to provide your thoughts below. It would greatly assist us in
portant study.

3.

re five build alternatives under consideration to address the needed improvements within the 1-64
r. Which alternative do you feel best meets the needs within the corridor?

eneral purpose lanes widening to the outside
eneral purpose lanes widening to the inside
ull toll lanes widening ta the outside

10 Full toll lanes widening to the inside

Managed lanes

no-build alternative was also analyzed and is being considered as part of this study. This would include

nly the projects currently programmed in VDOT's Six-Year Improvement Program. Do you feel the no-build
-alternative would meet the needs within the corridor?

[ Yes M No

Would you support the use of tolls as a way to finance the needed improvements within the I-64 corridor from
Richmond to Hampton Roads?

[l Yes A4 No
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